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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In the Reply filed 02/09/2009, Applicant has amended claims 1 7, 1 8, 33 and 36. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. The request filed on 03/1 8/2009 for a Request for Continuing Examination (RCE) 
under 37 CFR 1 .1 14 is acceptable and an RCE has been established. Any previous 
finality is hereby withdrawn and a new action on the merits follows. Any newly- 
submitted claims have been added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 20, 26 and 33-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carbonara (US 2,968,790) in view of Wilson (US 7,167,076). 

Carbonara discloses a system for opening and/or closing a door comprising: a 
transmitter unit (electric lock) which includes a light sensor (Col. 1 Lines 45-46), said 
transmitter unit can be activated by a predetermined sequence of light signals of 
predetermined length within a predetermined time period detected by the light sensor 
(Col. 1 Lines 22-25 and 68-71), and the transmitter unit includes a code setting device 
(a plurality of spaced tongues, Col. 1 Lines 53-57) by means of which the sequence of 
light pulses and the length of light pulses for activation can be programmed (according 
to the spacing of the tongues, Col. 2 Lines 11-16). 
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Carbonara does not disclose the transmitter unit including a wireless transmitter 
which transmits a signal to a receiver unit connected to the door drive. 

Wilson discloses a system for opening and/or closing a door wherein a wireless 
transmitter (26, Fig. 1a) generates and transmits a coded signal to a receiver (Col. 3 
Lines 34-44). While the transmitter is shown in the figures to be attached to a wall of 
the garage, not the door, Wilson states that the transmitter (which is held within the 
control module) could be mounted at any location (Col. 4 Lines 13-16). Because the 
control module may optionally be powered by batteries (Col. 6 Lines 54-56) the location 
is not limited by the availability of power outlets. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the transmitter unit of Ballentine with the wireless transmitter of 
Wilson to allow the transmitter to be located anywhere in the garage without having to 
run wiring to the motor controller. 

5. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Carbonara (US 2,968,790) in view of Wilson (US 7,167,076), and further in 
view of Thompson et al. (U.S. Patent 5,978,483). 

The combination of Carbonara and Wilson discloses a system for opening and/or 
closing a door as set forth above, but does not disclose wherein said code setting 
device comprises jumpers or DIP switches. 

Thompson et al. discloses a remote keyless entry system for preventing access 
to unauthorized individuals by securely encrypting messages transmitted from a remote 
transmitter to a receiver. The messages being encrypted with transmitter identification 
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(ID) codes (Col. 2 Lines 52-58). The ID codes may be set using DIP switches or 
jumpers (Col. 10 Lines 59-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the code setting device of Carbonara and Wilson with DIP switches 
or jumpers as disclosed in Thompson et al. in order to provide a simpler means of 
programming the sequence and length of the light pulses. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 02/09/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

7. Regarding the Carbonara reference, the predetermined sequence of light signals 
of predetermined length and predetermined period of time are determined by the 
spacing of the tongues and the speed at which the lock disc rotates. The 
predetermined sequence of light signals and predetermined length are programmed by 
designing and manufacturing the lock disc with spaced tongues. The fact that this is a 
more difficult method of programming than that proposed by Applicant is irrelevant. 

8. Regarding the Wilson reference, Examiner has not relied on Wilson to teach a 
transmitter unit activated by light signals or a programmable code setting device, as 
these limitations are taught by Carbonara. Wilson does teach a wireless transmitter 26 
which transmits a signal 32 to a door drive 38 (Col. 4 Lines 38-47). Fig. 1a and 1 b 
clearly show that a wireless signal 44 is transmitted from a vehicle 40 to a control 
module 10, and a second wireless signal 32 is transmitted from the control module 10 
(by transmitter 26) to the door drive 38. 
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9. Regarding the Thompson reference, Examiner has not relied on Thompson to 
teach a transmitter unit activated by light signals or a programmable code setting 
device, as these limitations are taught by Carbonara. Examiner has cited Thompson in 
order to show that it was known in the art to use DIP switches or jumpers to program a 
code to be transmitted from a remote transmitter to a receiver. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Keller whose telephone number is 571-270- 
5219. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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